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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
12/18/2006 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-19 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

) 1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 
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2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

4. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

5. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S 
Publication No. US 2002/0107032 A1 to Michael K. Agness et al. (Agness) in view of 
US Patent No. 6,690,940 B1 to Brown et al. (Brown). 

Regarding claim 1, Agness discloses a method of enhancing the probability of a 
successful emergency call completion on a mobile station in a network (pars. 0001- 
0010, and 0074), comprising the steps of: during an emergency call attempt, monitoring 
whether the mobile station has received a non-voice service request from the network 
and, if yes, ignoring said non-voice service request (pars. 0010-0011, 0019-0022, and 
0073). 

However, Agness fails to disclose blocking sending of an acknowledgment 
message generated by the mobile station based on said non-voice service request. 
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Brown discloses blocking sending of an acknowledgment message generated by 
the mobile station based on said non-voice service request (col. 5 line 65-col. 6 line 3). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to modify the invention of Agness, by blocking sending of an 
acknowledgment message generated by the mobile station based on said non-voice 
service request as disclosed by Brown for the purpose of blocking unwanted call during 
emergency communication. 

6. Claims 3-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S 
Agness in view of Brown, and further in view of Yarwood. 

Regarding claims 3, and 6, the combination of Agness and Brown discloses the 
method of claim 1 , however, the combination fails to disclose further comprising the 
steps of: at the start of an emergency call attempt, checking whether the mobile station 
is already communicating with the network, and if yes, ending the communication with 
the network, and wherein the mobile station is allowed to acquire any network 
regardless of whether the network is preferred. Ina similar endeavor, Yarwood discloses 
at the start of an emergency call attempt, checking whether the mobile station is already 
communicating with the network, and if yes, ending the communication with the 
network, and wherein the mobile station is allowed to acquire any network regardless of 
whether the network is preferred (page 8 lines 1-12, page 8 line 31- page 9 line 7, and 
page 12 lines 6-16). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to modify the combination such that at the start of an emergency 
call attempt, checking whether the mobile station is already communicating with the 
network, and if yes, ending the communication with the network, and wherein the mobile 
station is allowed to acquire any network regardless of whether the network is preferred 
as disclosed by Yarwood for the purpose of prioritizing communication, and ending an 
unimportant communication for a more important communication. 

Regarding claims 4 and 5, the combination of Agness, Brown and Yarwood 
discloses the method of claim 3, further comprising the steps of: if said communication 
with the network is ended, attempting to acquire a network for the emergency call 
attempt, and wherein said step of attempting to acquire a network includes periodically 
attempting to reacquire said network that communication was ended with (Yarwood, 
page 8 lines 1-18). 

Regarding claim 7, the combination of Agness, Brown and Yarwood discloses 
the method of claim 6, wherein said mobile station can acquire a network even if a 
subscriber identity module or a removable user identity module is not present (Yarwood, 
page 9 lines 3-24). 

7. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Agness in 
view of Brown, and further in view of US Publication No. 2002/0077075 A1 to Ikonen et 
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al. (Ikonen). 

Regarding claim 8, the combination of Agness and Brown discloses the method 
of claim 1 , however, the combination fails to disclose further comprising the steps of: 
sending an emergency call request to the network; checking whether the emergency 
call request was successful; if said emergency call request was unsuccessful, checking 
whether the user aborted the emergency call request; and if said user did not abort said 
emergency call request, attempting to acquire a new system. 

Ikonen discloses sending an emergency call request to the network; checking 
whether the emergency call request was successful; if said emergency call request was 
unsuccessful, checking whether the user aborted the emergency call request; and if 
said user did not abort said emergency call request, attempting to acquire a new system 
(see figure 4). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to modify the combination by sending an emergency call request to 
the network; checking whether the emergency call request was successful; if said 
emergency call request was unsuccessful, checking whether the user aborted the 
emergency call request; and if said user did not abort said emergency call request, 
attempting to acquire a new system as disclosed by Ikonen for the purpose of ensuring 
a successful communication of emergency message. 
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8. Claims 9, and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over U S Publication No. 2004/0032932 A1 to Kucmerowski et al. (Kucmerowski) in 
view of Brown. 

Regarding claim 9, Kucmerowski discloses a method of enhancing the probability 
of a successful emergency callback to a mobile station in a network from an emergency 
service centre (pars. 3=4),4he method-comprising the steps of: during a callback-period, 
monitoring whether the mobile station has received a service request from the network 
and, if yes, ignoring said service request if said service request is a non-voice service 
request that is anything but a position location service request (see figure 4 step 414- 
430, and pars. 23-24), 

However, Kucmerowski fails to disclose blocking sending of an acknowledgment 
message generated by the mobile station based on said non-voice service request. 

Brown discloses blocking sending of an acknowledgment message generated by 
the mobile station based on said non-voice service request (col. 5 line 65-col. 6 line 3). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the ' 
time of the invention to modify the invention of Kucmerowski, by blocking sending of an 
acknowledgment message generated by the mobile station based on said non-voice 
service request as disclosed by Brown for the purpose of blocking unwanted call during 
emergency communication. 

Regarding claim 1 1 , the combination of Kucmerowski and Brown discloses the 
method of claim 9, wherein said method further includes the steps of: setting up a call 
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for a voice service request or a non-voice position location service request; ending said 
call, checking whether a callback timer has expired, and if so entering a regular mode 
(Kucmerowski, see figure 4 steps 414-420). 

9. Claims 12, 13, and 15-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U S Publication No. 2004/0203573 At to Aerrabotu et al. (Aerrabotu) 
in view of Ikonen. 

Regarding claims 12, Aerrabotu discloses a method of enhancing the probability 
of a successful emergency callback to a mobile station in a network from an emergency 
service centre (see abstract, and par 9 lines 7-11), the method comprising the steps of: 
during a callback period, monitoring whether a user attempts to initiate a non-voice 
service request that is anything but an information service request, and if yes ignoring 
said non-voice service request (see figure 2 steps 206-214, and par. 15, a user 
operating in a limited service mode is only allowed a communication with a service 
center that includes the transmission of equipment identity information). However, 
Aerrabotu fails to disclose a position location service request. In a similar endeavor, 
Ikonen discloses a position location service request (see abstract, and figure 2). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to modify the invention of Aerrabotu, and have a position location 
service request transmitted to emergency service centre as disclosed by Ikonen for the 
purpose of locating the user in the case the call was accidentally terminated (par. 30), 
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Regarding claim 13, Aerrabotu discloses the method of claim 12, further 
comprising the steps of: checking whether said network allows non-emergency voice or 
position location services, and if not, prompting whether a user wants to exit said 
callback period (see figure 2 steps 206-208). 

Regarding claim 15, Aerrabotu discloses a mobile station for enhancing the 
probability of successful emergency call completion to a network and successful 
callback from emergency service centre, the mobile station comprising (see abstract, 
and par 9 lines 7-11): a communications subsystem, said communications subsystem 
including a receiver a transmitter and a digital signal processor; a microprocessor 
communicating with said digital signal processor of said communications subsystem; 
user input and output means communicating with said microprocessor; memory 
communicating with said microprocessor; and an emergency service module, said 
emergency service module communicating with both said digital signal processor and 
said microprocessor, wherein during an emergency call attempt or callback said 
emergency service module directs said microprocessor to ignore non-voice requests 
from said network (see figuresl, 2 steps 206-214, and pars.10-15). However, Aerrabotu 
fails to disclose a position location service request. In a similar endeavor, Ikonen 
discloses a position location service request (see abstract, and figure 2). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to modify the invention of Aerrabotu, and have a position location 
service request transmitted to emergency service centre as disclosed by Ikonen for the 
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purpose of locating the user in the case the call was accidentally terminated (par. 30) 

Regarding claim 16, the combination of Aerrabotu and Ikonen discloses the 
mobile station of claim 15, wherein said emergency service module further directs said 
microprocessor to drop existing network communications during said emergency call 
attempt (Aerrabotu, see figure 2 step 21 2). 

Regarding claim 17, the combination of Aerrabotu and Ikonen discloses the 
mobile station of claim 16, wherein said emergency service module further directs said 
microprocessor to block any user initiated, non-position location service requests from a 
user during a callback period (Aerrabotu, see figure 2 steps 206-212). 

Regarding claim 18, the combination of Aerrabotu and Ikonen discloses the 
mobile station of claim 15, further comprising a subscriber identity module/removable 
user identity module interface (Aerrabotu, pars. 9, and 15). 

Regarding claim 19, the combination of Aerrabotu and Ikonen discloses the 
mobile station of claim 18, wherein said mobile station can acquire a network during an 
emergency call attempt without a subscriber identity module or a removable user 
identity module present in said subscriber identity module/removable user identity 
module interface (Aerrabotu, figure 5 step 506, and Ikonen, par. 30 lines 18-23). 
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10. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Aerrabotu in view of Ikonen, and further in view of KucmerowskL 

Regarding claim 14, the combination of Aerrabotu and Ikonen discloses the 
method of claim 13, however the combination fails to disclose checking whether a 
callback timer has expired, and if yes entering a regular mode. 

Kucmerowski discloses checking whether a callback timer- has expired, and if yes 
entering a regular mode (see figure 4 steps 414-420). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to modify the combination by checking whether a callback timer 
has expired, and if yes entering a regular mode as disclosed by Kucmerowski for the 
purpose of returning to a regular mode of phone operation after a callback timer has 
expired. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to EMEM EKONG whose telephone number is 571 272 
8129. The examiner can normally be reached on 8-5 Mon-FrL 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lester Kincaid can be reached on 571 272 7922. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic- . 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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